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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 5 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. Applicant claims the use of toe-up factor but does not discloses what the toe- 
up factor is. Applicant is urged to make of record what the toe factor is and why its 
contribution to the invention is critical. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale In this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Fujimaru (JP 2001-037928). 

Regarding claim 1 , Fujimaru discloses a putter having a club head body having a 
toe region, a heel region, a sole, and a top surface opposite the sole, a hosel coupled to 
the top surface and configured to accept a shaft, wherein the club head body has a toe 
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thickness defined by a distance between the top surface and the sole in the toe region 
and a heel thickness defined by a distance between the top surface and the sole in the 
heel region (See Figure 2). The toe thickness is greater than the heel thickness, as 
shown in Figure 2, and the heel region is weight-compensated to substantially balance 
with the toe region as shown in Figure 1 (See Entire Document). 

Regarding claim 7, in the broadest reasonable interpretation, Fujimaru discloses 
the final product in which the applicant claims. Therefore, it is submitted that the club 
head body as shown in figures 1 and 2, have a first cut-out having a first depth and a 
heel cut out having a second depth wherein the first depth is greater than the second 
depth. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was niade to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fujimaru (JP 2001-037928). 

* 

Regarding claims 3 and 4, Applicant recites on page 4, paragraph 0018 

"Top surface 130 may be of any suitable shape, width, and length The present 

invention, however, is not so limited, and contemplates any suitable club head shape." 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been an obvious matter of 
design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have a concave top surface. 
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Applicant has not set forth that having a concave top surface provides any advantage, 
particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One having ordinary skill in the art, 
furthermore, would have expected Applicant's invention to perform equally as well with 
the top surface of Fujinraru because it provides a means to which the hosel may be 
coupled to the club head body. 

Regarding claim 5, though Fujimaru does not explicitly disclose the toe-up factor 
being 1 .20 to 1 .40, one having ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that 
Fujimaru inherently has a toe-up factor being that the drawings show the heel region 
being less than the toe region and that any factor may be multiplied to the thickness of 
the heel region such that the value equals that of the toe region. Furthermore, applicant 
does not disclose why the values of the toe-up factor are critical in order to attain the 
invention; therefore, one having ordinary skill would have found it obvious to have the 
toe-up factor of any value so long as the invention is attained (See Gardner v. TEC 

i 

Systems, Inc., et al. 220 USPQ 777). 

Regarding claim 6, Fujimaru discloses the heel region weight compensated such 
that the center of gravity of the club head body lies in the heel region (See Entire 
Document). One having ordinary skill in the art would have drawn therefrom that the 
center of gravity may be at any location so long as the invention is attained and 
therefore, would have seen the location of the center of gravity being obvious. 

Claims 2 and 8-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fujimaru (JP 2001-037928) in view of Murphy (USPN 3819180). 
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Regarding claims 2, 8, and 12, Fujimaru discloses a putter having a club head 
body having a toe region, a heel region, a sole, and a top surface opposite the sole, a 
hosel coupled to the top surface and configured to accept a shaft, wherein the club 
head body has a toe thickness defined by a distance between the top surface and the 
sole in the toe region and a heel thickness defined by a distance between the top 
surface and the sole in the heel region (See Figure 2). The toe thickness is greater than 
the heel thickness, as shown in Figure 2, and the heel region is weight-compensated to 
substantially balance with the toe region as shown in Figure 1 (See Entire Document). 
Fujimaru does not disclose the hosel being located at substantially the midpoint 
between the toe region and the heel region. Murphy discloses a putter having a hosel 
located at substantially the midpoint between the toe region and the heel region (See 
Figure 1 and Column 4, lines 42 through 52). One having ordinary skill in the art would 
have found it obvious to have the hosel located at the midpoint of the club head body, 
as taught by Murphy, to minimize the tendency to turn or twist during a stroke. It should 
be noted that applicant uses the term "hosel" to define any attachment means such as a 
bore (See Columh 3, paragraph 0014 of applicant's specification). 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, Applicant recites on page 4, paragraph 0018 

"Top surface 130 may be of any suitable shape, width, and length The present 

invention, however, is not so limited, and contemplates any suitable club head shape." 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been an obvious matter of 
design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have a concave top surface. 
Applicant has not set forth that having a concave top surface provides any advantage, 
particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. One having ordinary skill in the art, 
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furthermore, would have expected Applicant's invention to perform equally as well with 
the top surface of Fujimaru because it provides a means to which the hosel may be 
coupled to the club head body. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , though Fujimaru does not explicitly disclose the toe-up 
factor being 1 .20 to 1 .40, one having ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that 
Fujimaru inherently has a toe-up factor being that the drawings show the heel region 
being less than the toe region and that any factor may be multiplied to the thickness of 
the heel region such that the value equals that of the toe region. Furthermore, applicant 
does not disclose why the values of the toe-up factor are critical in order to attain the 
invention; therefore, one having ordinary skill would have found it obvious to have the 
toe-up factor of any value so long as the invention is attained (See Gardner v. TEC 
Systems, Inc., et al. 220 USPQ 777). 

* 

Regarding claim 13, Fujimaru discloses the heel region weight compensated 
such that the center of gravity of the club head body lies jn the heel region (See Entire 
Document). One having ordinary skill in the art would have drawn therefrom that the 
center of gravity may be at any location so long as the invention is attained and 
therefore, would have seen the location of the center of gravity being obvious. 

Regarding claim 14, in the broadest reasonable interpretation, Fujimaru discloses 
the final product in which the applicant claims. Therefore, it is submitted that the club 
head body as shown in figures 1 and 2, have a first cut-out having a first depth and a 
heel cut out having a second depth wherein the first depth is greater than the second 
depth. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alvin A. Hunter whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
441 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30AM 
to 4:00PM Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Vidovich, can be reached on 571-272-4415. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications nnay be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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